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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Steps 302 and 304 in fig. 3 are disclosed in reverse order in paragraph 0044. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 8 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 8 and 25 contains the trademark/trade name JAVA. Where a trademark or trade 
name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular material or product, the 
claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte 
Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or 
trade name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or product. A trademark 
or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a 
trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or 
trade name. In the present case, the trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe 



Application: 10/736,181 
Art Unit: 4176 



Paper No. 20080414 
Page 3 



standardized template and programming instructions and, accordingly, the 
identification/description is indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) Has invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the apphcant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the Enghsh 
language. 

5. Claims 1, 4-6, 10- 1 3, atid 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Fiascone et al (US 2005/01 14239 - hereinafter referred to as Fiascone). 

6. Referring to claims 1, 4, 5, 6, 10, 11 and 12, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling 
financial transaction comprising: 

transmitting a standardized template for entering financial data to a plurality of 
remote terminals, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating 

systems; (see, fig. 4 and 5) 

receiving remote financial data fi-om the plurality of remote terminals via the 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019) 

matching the remote financial data to master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
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identifying an un-reconciled amount based on said matching; (see, paragraph 
0024) 

and generating a report including the un-reconciled amount, (see, paragraph 0025) 

updating a balance sheet based on the un-reconciled amount 

wherein the master financial data is stored in a first format and at least one of the 

remote terminals stores remote financial data in a second format, (see, paragraph 

0020-0021) 

said standard template for converting the remote financial data fi-om the second 
format to the first format, (see, paragraph 0021) 

said standardized template fiirther comprising: a plurality of predefined templates 
for entering financial data, (see, figure 4) 

maintaining identification data of users authorized to enter the remote financial 
data, (see, paragraph 0026) 

Regarding claims 1, the examiner interprets a standardized template as a webpage or web 
browser which is operable on a plurality of operating systems. The webpage or web browser can 
contain subsections of predefined templates for entering specific information. Although Fiascone 
does not explicitly disclose transmitting the standardized and customized templates, it is inherent 
that accessing the system will involve transmitting the web browser or webpage and its content 
from the system to the remote terminals. 

Referring to claim 13, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial accounts, 
comprising: 
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receiving transaction data from a remote terminal, the transaction data stored in a 
first format by the remote terminal and converted to a standardized format by a 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019 and 0021) 
reconciling a financial account corresponding to the transaction using master 
financial data stored in the standardized format; (see paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount corresponding to the transaction based on 
said reconciling, (see, paragraph 0024) 

and reporting the un-reconciled amount to the remote terminal, (see paragraph 
0025) 

Referring to claim 16, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling account and 
transaction data, comprising: 

storing transaction data in a first format; (see, paragraph 0020) 

converting the stored transaction data to a second format using a standardized 
template, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating systems 
and operable to retrieve stored transaction data from a plurality of accounting 
software applications; (see, paragraph 0029 and paragraph 0031) 
fransmitting the converted transaction data in the second format to a reconciliation 
system; (see, paragraph 0020 and 0021) 

and receiving a reconciliation report from the reconciliation system in response to 
said fransmitting. (see, paragraph 0025) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co. , 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

9. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, 

and further in view of Crozier (US 5392390). 

10. Referring to claims 2 and 3, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial 
transaction comprising: 

transmitting a standardized template for entering financial data to a plurality of 
remote terminals, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating 
systems; (see, fig. 4 and 5) 

receiving remote financial data fi-om the plurality of remote terminals via the 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019) 
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matching the remote financial data to master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount based on said matching; (see, paragraph 
0024) 

and generating a report including the un-reconciled amount, (see, paragraph 0025) 
1 1 . But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial transaction 
wherein: 

at least two of the remote terminals use different operating systems, 
at least two of the remote terminals use different accounting software 
applications. 

However, Crozier discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction wherein: 

at least two of the remote terminals use different operating systems, (see, col. 3, 
lines 27-30) 

at least two of the remote terminals use different accounting software 
applications, (see, col. 3, lines 22-26) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the steps of having at 
least two of the remote terminals use different operating systems and accounting software 
applications, in accordance with the teaching of Crozier, in order to have extended the capability 
and use of the system, since so doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of 
ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 
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Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, and 
further in view of Randall et al. (US 20030229541- hereinafter referred to as Randall). 
12. Referring 7, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction comprising: 



transmitting a standardized template for entering financial data to a plurality of 
remote terminals, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating 
systems; (see, fig. 4 and 5) 

receiving remote financial data fi-om the plurality of remote terminals via the 

standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019) 

matching the remote financial data to master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount based on said matching; (see, paragraph 
0024) 

and generating a report including the un-reconciled amount, (see, paragraph 0025) 



1 3 . But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial transaction 

wherein: 

said remote financial data including a transaction involving an account, and said 
master financial data including a balance due for the account 

However, Randall discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction wherein: 

said remote financial data including a transaction involving an account, and said 
master financial data including a balance due for the account, (see, paragraph 
0009 and 0010) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step wherein said 
remote financial data including a transaction involving an account, and said master financial data 
including a balance due for the account, in accordance with the teaching of Randall, in order to 
have extended the capability and use of the system, since so doing could be performed readily 
and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk 
of unexpected results. 

14. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, and 

further in view of Bracken et al. (US 20050044015- hereinafter referred to as Bracken). 

15. Referring to claim 8, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction 
comprising: 

transmitting a standardized template for entering financial data to a plurality of 
remote terminals, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating 
systems; (see, fig. 4 and 5) 

receiving remote financial data from the plurality of remote terminals via the 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019) 

matching the remote financial data to master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount based on said matching; (see, paragraph 
0024) 

and generating a report including the un-reconciled amount, (see, paragraph 0025) 
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16. But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial transaction 
wherein: 

said standardized template comprising a JAVA format 

However, Bracken discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction wherein: 

said standardized template comprising a JAVA format, (see, paragraph 0067) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step of wherein said 

standardized template comprising a JAVA format, in accordance with the teaching of Bracken, 
in order to have extended the capability and use of the system, since so doing could be performed 
readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, 
nor risk of unexpected results. 

Claims 9, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Fiascone, and fiirther in view of Randall. 

17. Referring to claim 9, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction 
comprising: 

transmitting a standardized template for entering financial data to a plurality of 
remote terminals, the standardized template operable on a plurality of operating 

systems; (see, fig. 4 and 5) 

receiving remote financial data from the plurality of remote terminals via the 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019) 
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matching the remote financial data to master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount based on said matching; (see, paragraph 
0024) 

and generating a report including the un-reconciled amount, (see, paragraph 0025) 

18. But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial transaction 
wherein: 

said receiving further comprising: scheduling a time for said receiving with the 
remote terminals. 

However, Randall discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction wherein: 

said receiving further comprising: scheduling a time for said receiving with the 
remote terminals, (see, paragraph 0009) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 

invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step of said receiving 
further comprising: scheduling a time for said receiving with the remote terminals, in accordance 
with the teaching of Randall, in order to have extended the capability and use of the system, 
since so doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, 
with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

19. Referring to claims 14 and 15, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial 
accounts comprising: 
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receiving transaction data from a remote terminal, the transaction data stored in a 
first format by the remote terminal and converted to a standardized format by a 
standardized template; (see, paragraph 0019 and 0021) 
reconciling a financial account corresponding to the transaction using master 
financial data stored in the standardized format; (see paragraph 0023) 
identifying an un-reconciled amount corresponding to the transaction based on 
said reconciling, (see, paragraph 0024) 

and reporting the un-reconciled amount to the remote terminal, (see paragraph 
0025) 

20. But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial accounts 
further comprising: 

receiving the transaction data at a scheduled time 

receiving the transaction data during a time of the transaction. 

2 1 . However, Randall discloses a system for reconciling financial accounts further 

comprising: 

receiving the transaction data at a scheduled time (see, paragraph 0009 and 0010) 
receiving the transaction data during a time of the transaction, (see, paragraph 
0009 and 0010) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the steps of receiving the 
fransaction data during at a schedule time and time of the fransaction, in accordance with the 
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teaching of Randall, in order to have extended the capability and use of the system, since so 
doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with 
neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

Regarding claims 9, 14 and 15, the examiner interprets the computer configuration of 
Randall's system to include scheduling receiving transaction information by the host system 
from the transaction aggregator at scheduled times, (see, paragraph 0009) 

Referring to claim 17 and 23, Fiascone discloses a system to reconcile financial data 
comprising: 

a master component for storing master financial data for a plurality of accounts; 
(see, paragraph 0022) 

a matching component for matching the account and transaction data with the 
master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 

a clearance component for identifying un-reconciled accounts and transactions 
based on the accomt and transaction data; (see, paragraph 0024) 
and an account component for reporting the account and transaction data, (see, 
paragraph 0025) 

a login component for recognizing a user, (see, paragraph 0026 and fig. 3) 

But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 
a capture component for receiving and storing account and transaction data from a 
plurality of remote terminals; (see, paragraph 0020) 
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However, it is obviously inherent to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, that the system of Fiascone would be capable of storing transaction data for 
subsequent reconciliation by the user of the remote terminals. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, and 
further in view of Randall. 

Referring to claim 18, Fiascone discloses a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 
a master component for storing master financial data for a plurality of accounts; 
(see, paragraph 0022) 

a capture component for receiving and storing account and transaction data fi-om a 
plurality of remote terminals; (see, paragraph 0020) 

a matching component for matching the account and transaction data with the 
master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 

a clearance component for identifying un-reconciled accounts and transactions 
based on the account and transaction data; (see, paragraph 0024) 
and an account component for reporting the account and transaction data, (see, 
paragraph 0025) 

But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 

a schedule component for scheduling reconciliations with the remote terminals. 

However Randall discloses a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 

a schedule component for scheduling reconciliations with the remote terminals, 
(see, paragraph 0009) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step comprising a 
schedule component for scheduling reconciliations with the remote, in accordance with the 
teaching of Randall, in order to have extended the capability and use of the system, since so 
doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with 
neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

22. Claims 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, 
and further in view of Bracken. 

Referring to claim 19, 20, 21 and 22, Fiascone discloses a system to reconcile financial 
data comprising: 

a master component for storing master financial data for a plurality of accounts; 
(see, paragraph 0022) 

a capture component for receiving and storing account and transaction data from a 
plurality of remote terminals; (see, paragraph 0020) 

a matching component for matching the account and transaction data with the 
master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 

a clearance component for identifying un-reconciled accounts and transactions 

based on the account and transaction data; (see, paragraph 0024) 

and an account component for reporting the account and transaction data, (see, 

paragraph 0025) 

But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 
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a template component for providing a plurality of predefined templates for 

entering transaction and account data. 

a plurality of functions for generating customized templates. 

a user maintenance component for maintaining identification data of authorized 

users. 

a review component for reviewing uploaded account and transaction data. 

However Bracken discloses a system to reconcile financial data comprising: 

a template component for providing a plurality of predefined templates for 
entering transaction and account data, (see, paragraph 0074) 
a plurality of fiinctions for generating customized templates, (see paragraph 0074) 
a user maintenance component for maintaining identification data of authorized 
users, (see, paragraph 0058) 

a review component for reviewing uploaded account and transaction data, (see, 
paragraph 0075) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included: a template component 
for providing a plurality of predefined templates for entering transaction and account data, a 
plurality of fiinctions for generating customized templates, a user maintenance component for 
maintaining identification data of authorized users and a review component for reviewing 
uploaded account and transaction data, in accordance with the teaching of Bracken, in order to 
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have extended the capability and use of the system, since so doing could be performed readily 
and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk 
of unexpected results. 

23. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, and 

further in view of Crozier. 

24. Referring to claim 24, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction 
comprising: 

a master component for storing master financial data for a plurality of accounts; 

(see, paragraph 0022) 

a capture component for receiving and storing account and transaction data from a 
plurality of remote terminals; (see, paragraph 0020) 

a matching component for matching the account and transaction data with the 
master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 

a clearance component for identifying un-reconciled accounts and transactions 
based on the account and transaction data; (see, paragraph 0024) 
and an account component for reporting the account and transaction data, (see, 
paragraph 0025) 

But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system to reconcile financial data wherein 
each of said components comprises programming instructions that may be implemented by a 
plurality of computer operating systems. 
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However, Crozier discloses a system to reconcile financial data wherein each of said 
components comprises programming instructions that may be implemented by a plurality of 
computer operating systems, (see, col. 3 lines 22-34) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step of wherein each 
of said components comprises programming instructions that may be implemented by a plurality 
of computer operating systems, in accordance with the teaching of Crozier, in order to have 
extended the capability and use of the system, since so doing could be performed readily and 
easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of 
unexpected results. 

25. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiascone, and 
fiirther in view of Bracken. 

26. Referring to claim 25, Fiascone discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction 
comprising: 

a master component for storing master financial data for a plurality of accounts; 
(see, paragraph 0022) 

a capture component for receiving and storing account and transaction data from a 
plurality of remote terminals; (see, paragraph 0020) 

a matching component for matching the account and transaction data with the 
master financial data; (see, paragraph 0023) 
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a clearance component for identifying un-reconciled accounts and transactions 
based on the account and transaction data; (see, paragraph 0024) 
and an account component for reporting the account and transaction data, (see, 
paragraph 0025) 

27. But Fiascone does not explicitly disclose a system for reconciling financial transaction 
wherein: 

said standardized template comprising a JAVA format 

However, Bracken discloses a system for reconciling financial transaction wherein: 

said standardized template comprising a JAVA format, (see, paragraph 0067) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have altered the system of Fiascone so as to have included the step of wherein said 
standardized template comprising a JAVA format, in accordance with the teaching of Bracken, 
in order to have extended the capability and use of the system, since so doing could be performed 
readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, 
nor risk of unexpected results. 
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Conclusion 

28. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Simmons (US 5093787) discloses a system for electronic checkbook with 
automatic reconciliation. 

• Anderson (US 5327555) discloses a method for reconciling entries in a plurality 

of schedules. 

• Provinse (US 200701 12653) discloses a system and method for account 
reconciliation. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUSEGUN GO YE A whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5402. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 8:00 to 5:00 (ET). 

30. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry O'Connor can be reached on (571) 272-6787. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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3 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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